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FISCAL SUMMARY

ESTIMATED NET EFFECT ON STATE FUNDS

FUND AFFECTED FY 2002 FY 2003 FY 2004
Total Estimated
Net Effect on All
State Funds $0 $0 $0
ESTIMATED NET EFFECT ON FEDERAL FUNDS
FUND AFFECTED FY 2002 FY 2003 FY 2004
Total Estimated
Net Effect on All
Federal Funds $0 $0 $0
ESTIMATED NET EFFECT ON LOCAL FUNDS
FUND AFFECTED FY 2002 FY 2003 FY 2004
L ocal Gover nment $0 $0 $0

Numbers within parentheses: (') indicate costs or |0sses.
Thisfiscal note contains 3 pages.
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FISCAL ANALYSIS

ASSUMPTIONS

Officials from the Office of Administration, Department of Mental Health, and Office of
State Courts Administrator, assume the proposal would have no fiscal impact on thar
agencies.

In response to asimilar proposal in the prior session, officials from the Office of the Attorney
General, Office of the State Treasurer, Department of Corrections, and the Department of
Social Services, assumed the propaosal would have no fiscal impact on thar agencies.

In response to a similar proposal in the prior session, officials from the Department of Public
Safety (DPS) assumed the proposal would create a Drug Court Commission to oversee all drug
courtsin the state of Missouri. The Commission would consist of eight members, one to be
selected by the director of the Department of Public Safety. DPS assumes the expenses incurred
by the commissioner appointed by DPS (i.e., mileage, meals, and hotel) would cost their agency
goproximatd'y $4,800 annudl ly.

Over sight assumes that all of the members of the Drug Court Commission would be selected by
state agencies which have offices geographicdly located in Jefferson City, Missouri, and the
proposal does not require meetings to be held outside of Jefferson City. Therefore Oversight
assumes that any mileage, meal, and hotel expenses would be minimal and could be absorbed
with existing resources.

Over sight assumes that any costs associated with the creation of the Drug Court Resources Fund
would be minimal and could be absorbed with existing resources.

FISCAL IMPACT - State Government FY 2002 FY 2003 FY 2004
(10 Mo.)

$0 $0 $0

FISCAL IMPACT - Local Government FY 2002 FY 2003 FY 2004
(10 Mo.)

$0 $0 $0

FISCAL IMPACT - Small Business

No direct fiscal impact to small businesses would be expected as a result of this proposal.
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DESCRIPTION

The proposed leg slation would esteblish a Drug Courts Coordinating Commission to evaluate
resources available for assessment and treatment and for the operation of drug courts. The
Commission would also secure funds and services desirable to facilitate drug court operation and
allocate resources among the various drug courts operating within the state.

The Commission would be comprised of onemember selected by the Department of Corredions,
the Department of Social Services, the Department of Mental Health, the Department of Public
Safety, and the State Courts Administrator, as wel as three members selected by the Supreme
Court. The Supreme Court would aso designate the chairman of the Commission. A Drug
Court Resources Fund would be established in the state treasury, to be administered by the
Commission.

Thislegisation is not federally mandated, would not duplicate any other program and would not
require additional capital improvements or rental space.

SOURCES OF INFORMATION

Office of Administration
Department of Mental Health
Office of State Courts Administrator
Office of the Attorney Genera
Office of the State Treasurer
Department of Corrections
Department of Sodal Services

Depatment of Public Safety ? E ‘
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Director
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